In addition, the CIS U. S. Serial Set Index (1975 has been used extensively to identify the appropriate volumes for almost any Congressional subject, but for many years, regardless of the bibliographic assistance used, many researchers investigated Indian Affairs in the Set through the microopaque version produced by Readex Microprint. Jones' index was-and remains-particularly useful in conjunction with this collection to locate, for the full array of years through 1920, Commissioner of Indian Affairs materials within the Serial Set. Now, however, Readex has created a wellindexed, electronic version of the Serial Set, accessible through the World Wide Web, and the specific required volumes for the Annual Reports are available in digital format for study. 7 A keyed, selective search for specific Senate or House Documents means that the precise text may be retrieved very quickly now.
However, the 1955 Jones key has a number of errors. The Office of Indian Affairs was created within the War Department in 1824, but Jones did not include that year's Report in his list. 8 His text indicates that "[f]rom 1825 through 1837 (with one exception-1832) the reports were published in duplicate, once in the House of Representatives Documents, and once in the Senate Documents" (1955, p. 60) . Inspection of his listing (p. 61), though, reveals that there was no Senate version for the year 1831 either.
The compilation also fails to show that, between 1847 and 1894, these materials were created as Senate and as House Executive Documents. This discrepancy is of limited importance with the correct Serial Set volume in hand, but with the development of digital collections, the correct document type expedites rapid retrieval. In the Readex Serial Set application, the required material may be returned through a "Publication Search" that uses the "Congress" identifier, along with the "Document Class" and its "Publication No." In the case of the first Annual Report that was conveyed through a Senate Executive Document in 1847, the issue is quite apparent: Senate Document No. 1 for the 30th Congress, 1st Session does not exist, while Senate Executive Document No. 1 does.
On top of these difficulties, there is a typographical error for one Serial Set volume number (for 1871, the correct number is 1505); several page number errors exist (for both chambers' Documents in 1830, 1853, and 1856; for the Senate Document in 1833; and for the House Document in 1866, 1867, 1869, 1888, 1890, and 1908 through 1920) ; 9 and there is a pair of reversed House Document numbers for the years 1918 and 1919 (it should be House Document 1455 and 409, respectively). Kvasnicka and Viola (1979, pp. 357-364 ) created a directory similar to the one produced by Jones. It is more complete, through the addition of citation data for the 1824 Report, and the names of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs at the time of, and the page range(s) for, each Report. Yet, there are a few problems with this compilation as well. The page range for the 1825 Report fails to include two Statements on "requisitions drawn by the Secretary of War on the Treasury of the United States" and on statistics pertaining to Indian schools. In later years, the Reports became lengthy and moved away from the first, almost personal 1824 report delivered by Thomas L. McKenney, 10 so these page range data offer only a relative measure of yearly activity by Indian Affairs. In the years 1899 through 1905, Kvasnicka and Viola identified two volumes to convey the entire Annual Report of the Secretary, where only the first item of each of these pairs housed the Report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 11 The 1906 Report was bound in a single tome. Kvasnicka and Viola, though, did not report page numbers for any of these eight publications. The cited page extent is incorrect for the 1833 Senate Document, and the starting page identifiers are wrong for the House Executive Documents for 1866, 1867, 1869, 1888, 1893, 1897, 1898, and 1909 through 1920. 12 Finally, the CIS U.S. Serial Set Index too contains a few errors for these Reports:
• It identifies page 182 as the initial page for the 1833 Senate Document No. 1 in Serial Set volume 238 (1977; 1st-34th Congress volume, part I, p. 862) . The correct page number is 168; • The Index (p. 862) cites page 241 as the onset for the 1853 Commissioner's Report in both of the Senate and the House Executive Documents (Serial Set volumes 690 and 710). Page 241 does not exist in either document: each of the two Readex files returns a title page that has a hand written "242" on it. The actual text of the Report begins on page 243 and that page number has been used in Table 1 ; • An entry, entitled "Appendix to Report of Commissioner of Indian Affairs", is listed by the Index (p. 862) for page 238 of a subsection 7 See the product description at http://0-www.newsbank.com/readex/ 8 Jones did state that the "first report of this Office appeared in 1825, embodied in the Secretary of War's annual report for the previous year " (1955, p. 59) . Kvasnicka and Viola (1979, p. 357 ) noted this earlier material in their listing. The author of that 24 November 1824 document, Thomas L. McKenney (Viola, 1979) , is not identified as the Commissioner in that Report. The first example of any administrative designation appeared in the 1830 Report, with a section entitled "Report from the Superintendent of Indian Affairs" (Serial Set volume 203, p. 160). The term "Commissioner of Indian Affairs" made its appearance in the 1833 Report (Serial Set volume 238, p. 168), following legislation in 1832 that created the position (An act to provide for the appointment of a Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and for other purposes, 1832). Samuel S. Hamilton (Edmunds, 1979) and Elbert Herring (Satz, 1979a ) signed these latter two statements, respectively. 9 Jones was inconsistent in selecting either the title page or the first page of text for volumes in his starting "Page" column. For all but the years 1866, 1867, and 1870, the first text page has been used throughout this article as the appropriate starting point. For the two House items in the years 1888 and 1890, the initial page of the Report is identified in the specified Serial Set document by roman numerals. 10 Even this first Annual Report had a "Statement shewing the Amounts of Moneys drawn from the several Appropriations for Expenditures in the Indian Department" that McKenney signed (Serial Set volume 108, p. 108). This statement was not included within the page range in the Kvasnicka and Viola list. 11 The CIS U.S. Serial Set Index lists the two volumes for the years 1899 through 1902 (1978; 55th-57th Congress volume, part I, pp. 302-303) and for 1903 through 1905 (1979; 58th-60th Congress volume, part I, p. 380). The second volume for these years was primarily devoted to the Annual Report of the Commissioner to the Five Civilized Tribes, and to other supporting materials. The Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes-known better as the Dawes Commission (Brown, 1940) -was activated in March 1893 (section 16 of An act making appropriations for current and contingent expenses, and fulfilling treaty stipulations with Indian tribes, for fiscal year ending June thirtieth, eighteen hundred and ninety-four) and terminated in June 1905 (page 1050 of An act making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, nineteen hundred and six, and for other purposes). The Serial Set has a brief introductory statement about the onset of the Commission in the Secretary of the Interior's yearly remarks for 1893 (volume 3209, p. XXII) and a concluding statement in the 1905 report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs (volume 4959, p. 107). The second volume for 1905, i.e., number 4960, contains only a report of the Board of Indian Commissioners. 12 As noted in the Jones section, the first non-table text page has been used throughout this article as the appropriate starting point, so many of these "errors" reflect nothing more than the practice by the three earlier authors of initializing their enumerations with the front page of the document, i.e., with the title page. The 1920 Report in Serial Set volume 7820 offers a useful model: the first physical page declares "Reports of the Department of the Interior;" two pages later there is an "Order of Arrangement of Annual Reports of Bureaus and Offices Not Included in Volume I," which is followed by a page announcing "Report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to the Secretary of the Interior for the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 1920." A blank page, three pages for the volume's "Contents," and another blank page then collectively precede the text of the "Report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs" on page 7. This page number was entered in the "Initial text page" column of the 1907 and 1908 58th-60th Congress volume, part I, p. 380), the years 1909 58th-60th Congress volume, part I, p. 380), the years through 1914 58th-60th Congress volume, part I, p. 380), the years (1979 61st-63rd Congress volume, part I, p. 381), and 1915 61st-63rd Congress volume, part I, p. 381), and through 1919 61st-63rd Congress volume, part I, p. 381), and (1979 64th-68th Congress volume, part I, p. 502), the correct starting page is 3. The lone exception in this latter pattern occurs in 1920, when the text begins on page 7, as discussed in footnote 12.
A revised key
The Serial Set holds the primary documentation of United States history. 14 Unfortunately, very few libraries have a complete set of these materials and so an examination of many questions, pertaining to the Nation, has been impeded. Electronic access to the Serial Set means that issues linked to, or substantiated by, documents within the Serial Set may be investigated now, and the accessibility and speed afforded by digital collections make many tasks far more manageable.
These Annual Reports of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs describe the efforts of the government and relate the conditions of the tribes during most of the nineteenth and the first part of the twentieth centuries. This rich source of materials provides a window upon the negotiations and the processes that were administered by the War Department, and then by the Department of the Interior. However, as noted earlier, most of these Reports were embedded in the annual messages delivered by the President- Table 1 indicates this pattern by the large, initial page number for each of the Reports through 1880 15 -and so a keyed approach to the appropriate volumes within the Serial Set yields the best return.
With the inconsistencies found in previous publications in mind, a fresh route to these Annual Report files was created to aid new investigations. The attached Table incorporates, for the years 1847 through 1894, the correct Document type, as noted in the Kvasnicka and Viola study. The Table has been expanded to reveal the 1824 Senate and the House of Representatives documents, and to show that there were no Senate documents for the years 1831 and 1832. It has also been enlarged to include the single Appendix to the Annual Report in 1847, and a remark has been added to indicate that the Senate did not have a similar Appendix in its Serial Set volume for that year. For those years in which the Commissioner's report was part of a Serial Set volume with multiple page ranges, such additional information in the Table entry will expedite item recoverysee, for example, the notations for the same Appendix to the House Executive Document in 1847; or for the House Executive Documents for 1866, 1867, and 1870.
After 1846, a Congressional session's materials began to subtend more than a single volume and this necessitated an improved method to identify individual parts of a publication. Readex has modified their records to include these data. 16 The appropriate session volume number has now been appended to the Serial Set number: from the 1890s forward, for example, the total number of volumes published during each session reliably exceeded a dozen. Further, when reflected in the Readex collection citations, specific Serial Set "Part" and "Volume" numbers have been added to the "Document" column to identify the correct section of a chamber's publication series.
Each of the 130 Annual Report files in Table 1 was retrieved from the Readex Serial Set digital collection by using the combined Congress-Document type-Publication Number search option. This electronic suite has the additional capability of Serial Set entries linked by Standing Committee. Thus, documents from the Senate or from the House Committee on Indian Affairs may be identified quickly, to supplement the findings obtained through the Annual Reports of the Department of War, or of the Interior. 17 Additional subject headings within these pooled results may be browsed to focus on pertinent topics such as land leasing, Indian education, and citizenship. Two examples-one from each chamberand one joint finding will illustrate these three specific research opportunities. 18 The first illustration is the extensive, two-part Report of the Committee on Indian Affairs, United States Senate, on the condition of the Indians in the Indian Territory, and other reservations (1886) in which the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs presented heard testimony concerning land leases in Indian Territory and elsewhere. An earlier Senate resolution had requested data, from the Secretary of the Interior, on the assigned acreages, on the proposed usages, on the identity of the lessees, and on whether these activities were "conducive to the welfare of the Indians in said Territory or Indian reservations " (pt. 1, p. 3) . The Senate received in response a Letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with Senate resolution of December 4, 1883, copies of documents and correspondence relating to leases of lands in the Indian Territory to citizens of the United States for cattle-grazing and other purposes (1884) . In subsequent testimony presented in the Report, many exchanges and supporting documents portrayed the role of a number of Commissioners of Indian Affairs in these land transactions. 19 Second, and in a manner similar to their discussions on land leases, interactions between the House Committee on Indian Affairs and the Commissioner, regarding future educational prospects, may be seen, for instance, in the 27 March 1846 House Report No. 447 on the Stockbridge Indians (Stockbridge Indians, 1846) . This document contains an 1844 response from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, T. Hartley Crawford, to an inquiry from the Senate about this tribe, in which he proposed that Congress should initiate action for "the education of the youth of that tribe " (p. 15) . In this way, Crawford followed the lead of his predecessors: Indian education was one of his main objectives during his tenure as Commissioner. He had worked on education legislation in his native Pennsylvania before his involvement in federal Indian Affairs, and he had a special interest in the education of Indian women (Satz, 1979b) .
As a third demonstration, citizenship for Indians was a topic of great discussion within Congress and across the country, until legislation in 1924 finally made this a reality. 20 Harper's Weekly-"A Journal of Civilization" its masthead declared-wrote upon this issue in an editorial in 1891: "The Annual Report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to the Secretary of the Interior is a very interesting document. It discusses at some length, and with knowledge and intelligence, the question of citizenship, which can be avoided no longer, and it asks of Congress a definite determination of the actual status of the Indians as a basis of wise legislation and a satisfactory administration of Indian affairs" (Indian Citizenship, 1891, p. 934) . The Senate and the House Committees on Indian Affairs had considered this topic for many years, and the Serial Set has an array of Reports reflecting this. By applying the same search and browse option selection process used for "leases" and for "Indian education", the "citizenship" alternative located, for the interval 1886 through 1919, seventeen documents produced on this subject by the Senate Committee, and thirty-two items created between 1823 and 1919 by the House Committee.
Congress, too, on occasion reexamined the entire history of the government's interactions with the tribes. In one such overview study-Investigation of Indian frauds(1873)-the House Committee on Indian Affairs compiled an analysis of such relations. The mandate for this investigation was made quite clear in the resolution by Representative John Peter Cleaver Shanks (Rep.-Indiana): "Resolved, that the Committee on Indian Affairs be authorized to investigate and report, in writing, at any time, to the House, the condition and the management by Government officials and other persons of Indian affairs with the Choctaws, Chickasaws, Cherokees, and other tribes, nations, bands, or individual Indians, touching the subjects of annuities, pensions, bounties, bounty-lands, and moneys paid under treaties and laws of Congress, and that said committee have power to send for persons and papers, and to take testimony to enable it to make such investigation and report" (p. 1). The index to this 793page study devoted an entire page (pp. 754-755) to the entries for the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, demonstrating the robust linkage between Congress and various components of the Department of the Interior when it came to such inquiries into Indian affairs.
Finally, during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, these Annual Reports were employed to inform the public as well, and reactions to these studies reached far beyond Washington and the halls of Congress, frequently conveyed through local newspapers. Examples of this scope include: • The distribution, in 1875, of General George A. Custer's criticism, of the Commissioner's remarks on Custer's expedition to the Black Hills, 21 In effect, these few news items make obvious that the Commissioners' yearly analyses touched everyone everywhere everyday, and that these documents provided a very transparent window upon the thoughts and the conclusions of those administering the tribes of this nation. Today's new electronic interactive capability to interrogate the contents of the Serial Set for such an array of pertinent subjects facilitates the examination of Indian Affairs through the Annual Reports of the Commissioners, and through other Serial Set materials as well. The revised key to those important Reports, offered here, is designed to expedite such endeavors, by improving the advantage foreseen by J. A. Jones in 1955.
